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of climate research and the IPCC process;
congressional relations and knowledge of
where individual Senators stand on the cli-
mate issue; knowledge of key climate sci-
entists and where they stand; ability to iden-
tify and recruit as many as 20 respected cli-
mate scientists to serve on the science advi-
sory board; knowledge and expertise in
media relations and with established rela-
tionships with science and energy writers,
columnists and editorial writers; expertise in
grassroots organization; and campaign orga-
nization and administration.

The GCSDC will be led by a dynamic senior
executive with a major personal commit-
ment to the goals of the campaign and easy
access to business leaders at the CEO level.
The Center will be run on a day-to-day basis
by an executive director with responsibility
for ensuring targets are met. The Center will
be funded at a level that will permit it to
succeed, including funding for research con-
tracts that may be deemed appropriate to fill
gaps in climate science (e.g., a complete sci-
entific critique of the IPCC research and its
conclusions).

The GCSDC will become a one-stop re-
source on climate science for members of
Congress, the media, industry and all others
concerned. It will be in constant contact
with the best climate scientists and ensure
that their findings and views receive appro-
priate attention. It will provide them with
the logistical and moral support they have
been lacking. In short, it will be a sound sci-
entific alternative to the IPCC. Its functions
will include:

Providing as an easily accessible database
(including a website) of all mainstream cli-
mate science information.

Identifying and establishing cooperative
relationships with all major scientists whose
research in this field supports our position.

Establishing cooperative relationships
with other mainstream scientific organiza-
tions (e.g., meteorologists, geophysicists) to
bring their perspectives to bear on the de-
bate, as appropriate.

Developing opportunities to maximize the
impact of scientific views consistent with
ours with Congress, the media and other key
audiences.

Monitoring and serving as an early warn-
ing system for scientific developments with
the potential to impact on the climate
science debate, pro and con.

Responding to claims from the scientific
alarmists and media.

Providing grants for advocacy on climate
science, as deemed appropriate.

Global Climate Science Data Center Budg-
et—$5,000,000 (spread over two years min-
imum)

III. National Direct Outreach and Edu-
cation: Develop and implement a direct out-
reach program to inform and educate mem-
bers of Congress, state officials, industry
leadership, and school teachers/students
about uncertainties in climate science. This
strategy will enable Congress, state officials
and industry leaders to be able to raise such
serious questions about the Kyoto treaty’s
scientific underpinnings that American pol-
icy-makers not only will refuse to endorse it,
they will seek to prevent progress toward
implementation at the Buenos Aires meeting
in November or through other ways. Inform-
ing teachers/students about uncertainties in
climate science will begin to erect a barrier
against further efforts to impose Kyoto-like
measures in the future.

Tactics: Informing and educating members
of Congress, state officials and industry lead-
ers will be undertaken as soon as the plan is
approved, funding is obtained, and the nec-
essary resources are arrayed and will con-
tinue through Buenos Aires and for the fore-

seeable future. The teachers/students out-
reach program will be developed and
launched in early 1999. In all cases, tactical
implementation will be fully integrated with
other elements of this action plan.

Develop and conduct through the Global
Climate Science Data Center science brief-
ings for Congress, governors, state legisla-
tors, and industry leaders by August 1998.

* * * * *
Organize under the GCSDC a ‘‘Science Edu-

cation Task Group’’ that will serve as the
point of outreach to the National Science
Teachers Association (NSTA) and other in-
fluential science education organizations.
Work with NSTA to develop school materials
that present a credible, balanced picture of
climate science for use in classrooms nation-
wide.

Distribute educational materials directly
to schools and through grassroots organiza-
tions of climate science partners (companies,
organizations that participate in this effort).

National Direct Outreach Program Budget—
$300,000

IV. Funding/Fund Allocation: Develop and
implement program to obtain funding, and
to allocate funds to ensure that the program
it is carried out effectively.

Tactics: This strategy will be implemented
as soon as we have the go-ahead to proceed.

Potential funding source were identified as
American Petroleum Institute (API) and its
members; Business Round Table (BRT) and
its members, Edison Electric Institute (EEI)
and its members; Independent Petroleum As-
sociation of America (IPAA) and its mem-
bers; and the National Mining Association
(NMA) and its members.

Potential fund allocators were identified
as the American Legislative Exchange Coun-
cil (ALEC), Committee For A Constructive
Tomorrow (CFACT), Competitive Enterprise
Institute, Frontiers of Freedom and The
Marshall Institute.

Total Funds Required to Implement Pro-
gram through November 1998— $2,000,000
(A significant portion of funding for the
GCSDC will be deferred until 1999 and be-
yond)

Measurements
Various metrics will be used to track

progress. These measurements will have to
be determined in fleshing out the action plan
and may include:

Baseline public/government official opin-
ion surveys and periodic follow-up surveys
on the percentage of Americans and govern-
ment officials who recognize significant un-
certainties in climate science.

Tracking the percent of media articles
that raise questions about climate science.

Number of Members of Congress exposed to
our materials on climate science.

Number of communications on climate
science received by Members of Congress
from their constituents.

* * * * *
Number of school teachers/students

reached with our information on climate
science.

Number of science writers briefed and who
report upon climate science uncertainties.

Total audience exposed to newspaper,
radio, television coverage of science uncer-
tainties.

f

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MILLER of California) and
to include extraneous matter:)

Mr. STOKES.
Ms. SLAUGHTER.
Mr. SCHUMER.
f

SENATE CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION REFERRED

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under
the rule, referred as follows:

S. Con. Res. 90. Concurrent resolution to
acknowledge the Historic Northern Ireland
Peace Agreement; to the Committee on
International Relations.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, April 28, 1998, at 12:30 p.m., for
morning hour debates.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

8663. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv-
ice’s final rule—Mediterranean Fruit Fly;
Removal of Quarantined Area [Docket No.
97–056–9] received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

8664. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv-
ice’s final rule—Mediterranean Fruit Fly;
Removal of Quarantined Area [Docket No.
97–102–2] received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

8665. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv-
ice’s final rule—Brucellosis in Cattle; State
and Area Classifications; Georgia [Docket
No. 98–018–1] received April 17, 1998, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

8666. A letter from the Administrator, For-
eign Agricultural Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Dairy Tariff-Rate Import Quota
Licensing (7 CFR Part 6) received April 16,
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

8667. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Propiconazole;
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex-
emptions [OPP–300637; FRL–5783–5] (RIN:
2070–AB78) received April 15, 1998, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

8668. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Fenoxaprop-
ethyl; Pesticide Tolerance [OPP–300635;
FRL–5782–1] (RIN: 2070–AB78) received April
15, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.
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